
i -1 - I RECEIVED L ,dECTED 1 Sandra Studebaker 

PO Box 81 Rancho Cucamon~a. CA 91729 I I 

Senator Dianne Feinstein 
I1.S. Senate 
331 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, I X  20510-0001 

I I DEC - 6 2085 

I FCC-MAILROOM I 
Novemberb. 2005 

Subject: Re. Federal-StateJoint Boardon Universal Service CC Ihcket 96-45 

1*ar Senator Fernstem: 

I amwriting regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Univenal Service Fund (IISF) collection 
method to a monthly flat fee. 
I purposely do not use my phone a lot to keep my bill low. I do not think that 1 should have to pay the Fame amount as someone who uses their 
phone slot. 

Please rethink this flat fee issue 

S,ncerely, 

Sandra Studebaker 

cc: 



James Palsgrove 

p.0. h x  125 , Port Carbon, PA 17965 

November 1,2005 11:50 AM 

71 1 Hart Senate Office Building 

Senator Arlen Specter 
U.S. Senate 

Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Specter: 

I have serious concerns regarding The Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to chang e the 
Universal Service Fund (ilSF) coiiection method to a moathly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, 
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If 
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not he penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. ShiRing the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and 
unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC idormation. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that 
they do. As a consumer I would like to be sure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my 
service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans 
to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request 
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately 
affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing ahout your position on this matter. 

I don't even use long distance calling. This flat.fee would penalize me and millions of people like me on a fixed 
income, We have enough to worry about with high fuel. bills; 
Also, as previously stated, I would be fOrced to give up my phone altogether. When people like me drop our phone 
service, and I won't be alonei'what are you-and the phone companies going to do ,then? ,. 

Sincerely, 

James Palsgrove 
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cc: 
FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



Peter Fiorentino 1 

Senator Charles Schumer 
I1.S Senate 
313 Hati Senate Office Building 
M:ashington, 1)c 2051o.0001 

.- 
Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on IJnivenal Service CC Ihcket 96-45 

Dear Senator Schumer. 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Univerral Semce Fund (USF) 
collectionmethod toil monthly flai fee Manyofyour~onst,tuents,includingme.myfnends. family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted 
by the unhirchange proposed by the FCC. 

As you knot", lJSF is currentlycollected on a revenue basis. People who use more psymore into the system If the FCC changes that system to 
a flat fee. that menm that someone who uses one thousand minstes a month of long distance. pays the same amount into tho fund as someone 
who uses zerominutes of long distance amonth. Conrtituentswho use their limited rrsour~e~ wisely should not be penalized for doing so 

Shifting the funding burden of the 1 ISF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessaly. In addition. it would have a highly 
detrimental effect on small businesses all BCTOSS America. 

While I amaware that federal law does not require companies to recover. or 'pass along' these fees to theircustomers, the reality is that they do. 
As a consumer I would like ensure 1 am charged fairly. 

1 will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCConmy behalf,lrtting themknowhaw a flat fee tancoulddispmponionatelyaffect those in yourromtituency. 

Thank you far your continued work and I look foward 10 hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerdy. 

Peter Fiorentino 

cc: 



November 1,2005 11  5 9  AM DEC - 5 2005 
Senator Joseph Biden 
U.S. Senate 
201 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Biden: 

I have serious concerns regarding The Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to chang e the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a mmthly flat fee. 
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As yon know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If 
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and 
unnecessary, In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that 
they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service 
will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to 
change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request 
YOU pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately 
affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter 

Sincerely, 

Eva Walker 

Many of your constituents, including me, 

, . ,  
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, , I . , , , , , . cc: 
FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress I ) :  



Judy Everly I nr-cMmFn I 
405 Stone Street P O Box 144. GREENSBORO, PA 15338-0144 

'.- 
I 

Senator Arlen Specter 
1J.S Senate 
711 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

1 DEC - 5 2005 I 
FCC - MAILROOM I 

November 2,2005 137 Ph4 

Subject: Re. Federal-Statejoint Boardon Universal ServiceCC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Specter: 

I have senous concerns regarding the Federal Communications Comnissions' (FCC) position to change the [Jniversal Sewice Fund ([JSF) 
collectionmethod to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors. will be negatively impacted 
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

.As you h o w .  IlSF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more inlo the system. If the FCC changes that system to 
a tlat fee. that meam that someone who uses one thousand mnutes a month ot long distance, pays the same amount inw the iunJ a s~iiieone 
who uses zero minutes oflong distance a month. Constituentswho use their limited resources wisely shouldnot be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee taxcould cause many low-volume long distance users. like students, prepaid wireless usem, senior citizens and low-income residential 
and mral consumen. to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF kom 
high volume to low+dume users is radical and unneccsrary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across 
America. 
The KeepUSFFairCoalition,ofw~chIamamember, keepsme informedabout theUSFissuewithmonthlynewslettenanduptodate 
in fomt ion  on theirwebsite. including l i n k  to FCC infomtion.  While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover. or 
"pass along'' these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a collsumer I would like ensure 1 am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to dl 
numben taxed, my sewice will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings wlth top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change 
to a flat fee systemsoonand without legislation. 

Iwillcontinue tomonitordevelopmentson theissueandcontinue tospread theword tomycommunity. Irequest you pass alongmy concerns 
tu the FCC anmy behrlf,lerring themknow how a flai Iee taxcoulddispmpor~ionarely affect those in yourcomtituency 

ThankyauforyourcontinuedwarkandIlookfoMiard to heanngaboutyourpositionon thismatter 

Sincerely 

Judy Everly 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin. Congress 



475 Whitehouse N. Dr. , Green 

I 

Carol Hatfiell' 0 

wood. IN 4 6 1 W A n  
>ECTLJ ; 

November 1,2005 1 1.35 AM 

Senator Evan Bavh 1 DEC - 5 2005 
U.S. Senate 

Washington, DC 20510-0001 
463 Russell Senate Office Building 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Bayh: 

I have serious concerns regarding The Federal Commtiuications Commissions' (FCC) position to chang e the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, 
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If 
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and 
unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that 
they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service 
will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to 
change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request 
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know now a flat fee tax couid disproportionate!y 
affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Carol Hatfield 

cc: 
FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 1 ' 

1 , I . (  



November 5,2005 4.52 PM 

SeiiatorGirl Levin 
L1.S Senate 
269 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington. I>C 20510-0001 

Subject: Re Federal-State Joint Board on Tlnivenal Service CC Ihcket 96-45 

])ear Senator Levin: 

I am concerned about the FCC stated position to change the TJnivenal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of 
yourconstituents, includingmychildrm andsomeofmy frxndsand acquaintances. will he negatively impacted by the unbirchangeproposed 
by the FCC 

As you know, l!SF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay mox into the system. I f  the FCC changes thaL system to 
iflat fee, thatmeans thatsomeone whousesone thousanddnutesamonthofloiigdistance,pays thesame amount into the fundassomeone 
who uses zero d n u t e s  of long distance a month Constituents who have only limited R S O U I E ~ S  or use resourres wisely should not be penalized 
as this proposal would do 

A Uat fee taxcould cause m n y  low-volume long &stance users to piw up their phones due to unaffordsble monthly increases on theirbills. 
Shifting the fundingburden of the l!SF fmm high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessaly In addition. it would have a highly 
detrimental effect on smll businesses all across America. 
The tieeep IlSFFair Coalition. ofwhich I ims  member. keepsmeinfoarmed about the TJSFissue withmonthlyneurslettersand up to date 
in fomt ion  on theirwebsite, including l ink  t o  FCC information. According to the Coalition's recent meetingswith top FCC oIIir ials. the FCC 
has plans to change to a Oat fee system soon, andwithout legislation. 

1 rcquest that you pass along my cancerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting Lhem know how B flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in 
your constituency. 

Thank you for yourcontinuedwork and I look forward to hearing about your position on this mt te r .  

Sincerely, 

David M a r c h i  

c c  FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



Andrew Nelson 
72 E Seneca S t ,  Oswego, NY 13126-1 124 

November 1,2005 11 : 12 AM 

Senator Hillary Clinton 
U.S. Senate 
476 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Clinton. 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal Service 
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and 
neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like to ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will 
cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a 
flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Andrew Nelson 

cc: 
FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



David Nations 
34 W 85 1 South James Drive , St. Charles, IL fF--*T 

R E E ~ D  u t  

I - -  I November I ,  2005 1 1 : 15 A M  

Senator Dick Durbin 
US.  Senate 
332 Dirksen Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Durbin: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal Service 
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and 
neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to nnaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

David Nations 

cc: 
FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



---- 
Thomas Wyce r m~w INSPF , I  

198NdylarStNE.P~mBdy.FL32907 15531 'IL 1 

Representative Dave Weldon 
L1.S. House of Representatives 
2147 Rayburn House Office Bldg. 
Washington. DC 20515,0001 

Subject: Re: Fedenl-StateJoint Board on IJnivelsal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Novcmber 10.2005 9.26 AM 

Uear Representative Weldon 

I bought TracFoneaccess t i m  for my elderly mother andmy college,student daughtersothey would have contac~ withme or the appropriate 
agencies in case of emergency. My daughter has used it P few times because of car problem and my mother has yet to use it (in 2 yearsl), but she 
has the peace of mind knowing it's there ilshe should need it. I don't think Lhe proposed rate structure is fair lor me and the thousands of other; 
.who use this form of communimtion. and I hope you will agree. and block the change. It will be a hardship for many of us, and other people like 
my Mom who ire paying loor their own TracFones might dmp this potentially life-saving senrice because of the cost. Please don't let that hppen 
Keep the existing lee structure. Thank you. 

Sincerely 

Thomas Wyce 

E E  



T.K. McCranir I I 
19381 De Vry Drive. Iwine. CA92603-3515 ' 

November 10.2005 

Senator I)ianne Feinstein 
I1 s. Senate 
331 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, IIC 20510-0001 

Subject: R e  Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Feinstein: 

1 have serious concerns with the Federal Communications C o d s s ~ o n s '  (FCC) position to change the LJniversal Service Fund (IJSF) collection 
method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your consutuents, including my Iriendn, family, neighbors, and me I will be negatively impacted by the 
change proposed by the FCC 

USFis cuirenrlycollectrd on a revenue basis People who use more pay more into the system A FCC change toil flat feewillmean evelyone pays 
thesameamnuntwhetherone useslongdistanceat arateof1.000Mnutesamonthor zerormnutes Weconsrituenrswhu ule theirllrmtid 
resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so 

Low-volume users include studenm, senior citizens, low-income rural and residential consumers, and prepaid wireless users. The change to a flat 
fee taxwill cause increases in monthly bills m y  cause many of these low-volume long distance users LO give up their phones, as well as having a 
detrimental effect on smll businesses. Shifting the funding burden of the iJSF from high-volume to low-volume users is rad& and unnecessa~ .  

The Keep USF Fair Coalition keeps me informed about the IISF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, 
including links to FCC information. Based on reports of the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a 
flat fee systemsoon and without legislation 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my commumty I request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCC onmy behalf,letting themknow how a flat Eee taxcoulddispmportionately a f m  those I" yaurcanstituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward m hcaring about your position on this matter 

Respectfully, 

T K. McCranie 

cc. 



scnaror 1)ianne Feinstein 
u 5. senate 
331 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington. DC 20510-0001 

DEC - 5 2005 
November 18.2005 

Subject Re. Federal-Stateloin1 Boardon llnivenal ServiceCC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Feinstein. 

Great Is there any other w a y w  can keep the poorman DOWN 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position 10 change the Universal Service Fund (USF) 
collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents. including me, my friends. family and neighbors. will be negatively impacted 
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, 1 ISF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more inru ti,c ~ y s t u n  :::he FCC changes that y t e m  t O  
*flat fee. that means thatsomeone who uesone  thousandrmnutesamonthoflongdistance,pays thesame m o u n t  into the fundassomeone 
who uses zero a n u t e s  of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users. like students, prepaid wireless usem, senior citizens and low-income residential 
and rural consumen. to give up their phones due to ""affordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the fundmg burden of the IJSF from 
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which 1 am a member, keeps me informed about Ihe USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date 
infomt ion  on their website, including links to FCC infomt ion .  While I amaware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or 
"pass along' these fees to their customers. the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure 1 am charged Fairly. If the FCC goes to a 
numben tawed, my Service will cost more. And accortiing to the Coalitian'r recent meetings with top FCC officials. the FCC has plans to change 
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation 

I will continue LO monitor developments on the isme and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you pdSS along my concerns 
to the FCC on my behalf, letting Lhem know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward LO hearing a b u t  your position on this matter. 

Sincerely. 

jimmy fuentes 

cc 



-. 
Dean Gowan I RFCENED & INSPEC . . J 

201 south m i n  st. B-100. Salt Lake Cit , UT 84111 

Senatoromin Hatch 
1: s Senate 

Subject Re Federal-StateJoint Board on Universal Semite CC Ihcket 96-45 

I k a r  Senator Hatch 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the llniversal Service Fund (USF) 
collectionmethod to amonthly flat lee 

As you know. USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use mnre pay more into the system If the FCC changes that system to 
a flat fee, that meam that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance. pays the same amount into the fund as someone 
whouseszerormnutesoflangdistancramonth. Canstituentswha usethrirlirmtedresourceswiselyshouldnotbepenalized fordoingso. 

A flat fee tnxcould cause many low-volume long distance users. like students, prepaid wireless usen. senior citizens and low-income residential 
and rural cons~men,  to give up their phones due to unaflordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the IJSF h m  
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on smll businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep USFFair Coalition,, keeps me informed almut the TJSFissue withmonthlynewsletters and up t o  datemformation on their website, 
including links to FCC information. While I am aware that lederal law does not require companies to recover. or "pass along' these fees to their 
cmtomers. the reality is that they do. As a consumer 1 would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numben taxed, my service will 
cost more. And according t o  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and 
without legislation 

I will continue LO monitor developments on the iswe and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCC on my brhall, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately aiiect those m your constituency. 

Thankyauloryourfontinuedworkandl lookfoward LO heunngaboutyourpositionon thismatter. 

Sincerely. 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 

Sincerely. 

Lleun Gowan 

cc. 



.~~ 

Karen West REEWED &INS; .. I iD 
240011-R 1171, Coshocton,OH 43812 I November 8.2005 6:01 AM 
Senator Mike DeWine 
I1.S. Senate 
140 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington. DC 205104001 

Subject: Re: Federal-StateJoint Board on Universal Service CC Uocket 96-45 

uear senator newlne 

Please do not vote for the flat-See for long distance initiative. It wouldn't be &ir for someone like me to pay a flat fee of say $25 per month 

It would be even more oEa hardship for people who are poor and can only talk to their families on the phone. because they rannot afford the 

Thank you for your time. 

when I use less than $5 per month in long-distance fees 

money orsaEe vehcle to visit their loved ones. 

Sincerely. 

*arenwest 

cc: 



Nykki Butler 
Po box 18 , East Freedom, PA 16637 

Representative Bill Shuster 
US.  House of Representatives 
1108 Longworth House Office Bldg. 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

I DEC 5 2005 1 November 1,2005 4:22 PM 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Shuster: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, 
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 
Plus not to metion the people that have kids and can just make ends meet now, what are they to do?? Most people are 
trying just to make ends meet paycheck to paycheck and with all of the increases that people want to put on cell phones 
and god only knows what else it is going to be hard for alot of people to pay the tax increase.. In this case most people 
are going to stop using their cell phones or they will only use them in cases of emergency's. 
As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Nykki Butler 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



Christenne Viers 
Rt 1, Box 319, Vansant, VA 24656 

November I ,  2005 4 5 1  PM 

Senator John Warner 
U S .  Senate 
225 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Warner: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee, Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, 
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

These guys in the Government need to stop trying to stick it to the little man! Its time these big corporations and the 
rich start picking up the slack, instead of getting all the tax breaks. 

Thank you for your continued work and 1 look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Christenne Viers 



162 South Seventh Street, Lewiston, NY 14092 

[RECEIVED & INSPCCTED November 1,2005 2:22 PM 

Senator Charles Schumer 
U.S. Senate 
3 13 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board onuniversal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Schumer: 

Right now I am in the process of seriously considering dropping my Dad's long distance coverage. What's the reason? 
It's too expensive!!! He's paying a little over $7.00 a month and that's without making a single long distance call. 
That's ridiculous!!! He's a senior citizen on a fixed income. Since he doesn't want call waiting and all those extras, no 
dsi etc, he's not eligible for most discounted long distance plans. Using a calling card isn't an option since my Dad is 
over 90 years old and dialing ail those code numbers is ridiculous for him. He served in World War I1 to protect our 
precious freedoms. It seems to me that another freedom is being taken from us! 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service 
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and 
neighbors, will be r,tgativeiy impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-voiume long distance users, 1ik.e students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Marcia Fiutko 
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I FCC - M A I L P r x ]  Senator Chris Dodd 
US.  Senate 
448 Russell Senate Office Building - 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Dodd: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service 
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and 
neighbors, will he negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. This is 
the fair way to pay. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand 
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long 
distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and m a l  consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high voiume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Frank Bosso 

cc: 
FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



1025 east skyline dr , morristown, TN 37813 7 1  
November 1,2005 11:02 AM 

Senator Bill Frist 
U.S. Senate 
509 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 205 10-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Frist: 

Fair for the seniors? 
I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal Service 
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and 
neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up th.eir phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Glenn Owens 

cc: 
FCC Chair KevinMartin, Cosgess 



Washington. IIC 20510-0001 

Subject. Re. FedenLState Joint Board on Universal Selvice CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Sessions 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (IIST) 
collection method to a monthly flat fee Many of your constituents, including me, my fncnds, imily and neighbors, will be negatively impacted 
by the untiirchange proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF IS currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use mu~e yay inoic info :he system Xthe FCC changes that system to 
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month ollong distance. pays the same amount into the fund as someone 
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limted res~nrces wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee taxcould cause many low-volume long distance users, like students. prepaid wireless usen, senior citizem and low-income residential 
and rural comumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly incremes on their bills Shifting the funding burden of the IJSF from 
high volume to low-volumc users IS radical and unnecasaly In addition. it would have a highly detrimental eflect on small businesses all ~cmoss 
America. 

As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged iairly If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more And according to the 
Coalition's rrcent meetings with top FCC officials. the FCC has plans to change to ii fiat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue tomonitor developments on the issue andcontinue tospread the word to mycommuniry, I request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCC onmy behall. letting them know how a flat fee taxcoulddispioportionately affect those in yourconstituency. 

Thank youforyDurrontinuedworkandIlookforward to henringabout yourpositionon thismatter 

Sincerely. 

Melissa Bandy 

While I am aware that federal law does not require iompsnies to recover. or '"pass along" these fees to rheir customers. the reality is thar they do. 

cc: 



Frances Ramirez 
31 780 Via Verde Ave. , Lake Elsinore, CA 9 .-, -.-- 

i ~~&ENEDb - ;TED1 
" I  I November 1,2005 11 :01 AM 

DEC - 5 2005 
Representative Darrell Issa 
U.S. House of Representatives 
21 1 Cannon House Office Building 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Issa: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal Service 
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and 
neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look fonvard to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Frances Ramirez 

cc: 

f 
FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



Linda Farrell 
22 Mayapple Rd , Arab, AL. 35016 

November 1,2005 11:31 AM 

Representative Robert Aderholt 
U S .  House of Representatives 
1433 Longworth House Office Building 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Aderholt: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal Service 
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and 
neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up tc date ihfoiniation on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter 

Sincerely, 

Linda Farrell 



francme freedman I R F ~ I V F D  IC. XiGI 
I I 2895 demon road ,caledoma ,“I4423 

November 6.2005 158 I’M 

Senator C h d e s  Schumer 
l1.S. senare 
313 Hart Senate Office Building 
washington. 11c 20510-0001 

Subject Re. Fedenl4tatrJoint Boardon Univenal SemiceCC Docket 96-45 

1)earSenatar Schumer: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions* (FCC) position to change the IJniversal Service Fund ( U S € )  
collectionmethod to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents. including me, my friends, family and neighbors. will be negatively impacted 
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. As you know, l lS€  is cumntly collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the 
system IftheFCCchanges thatsystemtoa flat fee, thatmeans thatsomeonewho usesone thousandminuteapmonthoflongdistan~e,pays 
the sameamountinto theiundassomeonewhousesrerominutesof1onl:distanceamonth Constituentswhouse theirlimited resources windy 
shoiild iiot be penalized b r  dfiirrg n). A flat fcc ;axcould c a u c  maiiy ~o-u-vo!uiiic long diitancc users, like arudnrts, pxpdid wirclesa usen, 
senior citizens and low4ncome residential and mral consumers. to give up their phones due to unaflordable monthly increases on their bills 
Shifting the funding burden of the USF fmm high volume to low+olume users is radical and unnecessary. In ndditian. it would have a highly 
detrimental effect on small businesses all across Amenca. The Keep USF Fair Codition. of which I am a member, keeps me inlonned about the 
lJSFissue with monthly newslettern and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or “pass along* these fees to their customem. the reabty IS that they do. As a consumer I 
would like ensure I amcharged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed. my service will cost more. And according to the Codlition*s recent 
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change LO a flat fee systemsoon and without legislation. 1 will continue to monitor 
developments on the issue and continue t o  spread the word to my community. 1 request you pass along my concerns to the FCC hn my behalf, 
letting them know how a flat fee taxcoulddisproportionately affect those in your constituency Thank you for your continuedworkmd I look 
faward to hearing about yourposition on thismatter. 

Sincerely 

Sincerely. cc. €CC Chair KevinMartin. Congress 

rranrlne freedman 

cc. 



Deanna Neeley 
5172 Aztec Drive, Ogden, UT 84403-~ 

Senator Orrin Hatch 
U.S. Senate 
104 Hart Senate Ofice Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

#&WED ii INSPECTED 
NI 

DEC - 5 2005 

FCC - MAILROOM 

:mber 15,2005 ii:45 PM 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Hatch: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) 
position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat 
fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be 
negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay 
more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that 
someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same 
amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing 
so. 

I am a teacher, and I only use my phone for emergencies and in cases when I am out of 
the classroom. There are times a substitute needs to get in touch with me when I am at 
a conference. The school district does not help me pay for this phone even though I use 
it for my job. With pay remaining stagnant, especially for teachers, this is a great 
disservice to those of us who contribute a great deal to society from resources not 
supplied through adequate pay. 

Sincerely, 

Deanna Neeley 

Cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin 



Larry LaFavor 
1501 19th Ave SE , Rochester, MN 5590 

~/RECEIMD & INVECTED 1 
1 I November 1,2005 4: 1 1 PM 

Senator Norm Coleman I DEC - 5 2005 I 
I U S .  Senate 

320 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Coleman: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, 
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and m a l  consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USE from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all a.xoss America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date infomtion on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to theii customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Larry LaFavor 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 


